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“THE COURTS:

Xrgument on the Certiorari of
William M. Tweed.
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The Court To Render Its Decision
on Monday.

:

Judge, the jury having disaxieed
b suggested by

wel thut the indictment
ged different offencen, upon which It was possi- |
bie that camulative sentences might ba demanded. |
‘This, a8 & posaible result, was repudinted !

A NICE UTTLE PLUMBING BILL

by ' the prosecul counsel  and b:
The Havs Murder Trial to the Jnmh:n“'ow Simeetr  with
A de out  the hemitstion and with greas

Close To-Dav, emphasis. O8 One® occasion he used thls Iap-

g e
n 3 |
Presentment of Indictments in | ""-‘“"‘-‘,{E‘""ﬂ ’“‘&tm‘“t"“““' o &2 oF i
ences m ‘Very Ay
the Federal Courts. a siugie munw- Ia 1nis u:-i" 1=?u L Lo
ﬂ-r.{.nva pun duta, If those counts are all Lrne,
and ibere wWere fifty-five (ndictments found,
Judge Van B-unt settled the Brinekley divorce while the wsingle acc inse them
in A Eingle udictment, as
suit yesterday, the decision being simply & lormal | w.h reduce nment 4o 8l ope.” An

one 1o complete the record prellminAry®0 cArrying ' again, ‘All tht the Court has raled upon the sub-
W case o e Court of Appouin Bt L% i chirer i i g ements

Judge Barreit, holding Lhe present 1erm of OFET | and there bé &0OBVIONOD SIther OB 006 OF Sil 108
and Termioer, |s alter delinguent jorors, Out | the purpose ormunnenl there can be bat & sin-

of the panel summoned to appear for jury duty F."J“ﬂﬂ"l;‘ i‘.lailll- ThAL |5 &8 [ar as the
some turty fatied to attend. Tne Judge at once | ‘E:::Lg‘“;:néh. ourt could ”."'.'aﬂg::{;fu

had the delinquents summoned to altend before
njm. Sowe were put on jury duty and others
were fined for contempt of court. One Peter B,
Hotaling by name =ald that ne pad $5 to a deputy

consislency.
prove i muny as they can, and the jury wili renaer
then verdiot they Ond ihe parry guilty under
| this count, and if guiity under others the verdict
| will be renderad; but when the Court pronoances
its juogment it mpat lock at the indictment as an

eniirety.” These eXiracis are given Irom the |
sheriff and thought that would be the end of it record of the procesdings, the whole of wnicn wiil |
One of the court oMeers 1s in pursuit of the dePulY | pe aubmitted to the Court, Lbat it may see wheéther |

as ordered to = there he anything elsewhere to quallly what is
sheriff, and the District Attorney w ered | thus stated, T ruliog s By e
a

inveatigate the case ol Holalng. the law of case 80 a8 this
An mportant polot was settled yesterday In &  was concer The uting counse’,

case tried belore Judge Lawrence in the Supreme | his  final to the juty,

. defendant, “Fipding against

Court, Circuit. Charles B. Wood brought sult i of ail'thess ollBocs Telleves nim irom any |
against the estate of the late James kisk to re- | future mpon:l:-lg: “!‘orua I::“éa “:o ohlml.‘nm

| char| & res riain neficial |

cover ena bond given by the la_tter in asnit uuulﬁtnm & or Siating. upon. ffty-Ave Ao |

brought by the same party against Willlam Beiden. | oy vs which e bas earned il thess charges ve |

The actlon was dlsmissed on the grouod (hat | true, :.Ihepgt ul%ll’rat::l:ué!u y:“ozf ‘:a lh: \

anishment. nd & § T et |
where one surety dies no suit can be maintained | PRASJURES: onf ylin il “ehere can  be |
egainst the ostate and only agalust the surviving | but ome punishmens, ~the ~maximum of |
surety. | wihieh 18 ear's imprisooment la |

one
| the County Jail and a fine of §250.'" Un the second |
Evidence was taken yesterday 1o the United | ol "0, el “yrrer the verdict, there was not tho
States Clrcuit Court, before Judge Wallace, | siightest inuimaLion, from the Court orcounset, |
through experts, aa to the value of certaln kinds | that u duferent ruie was sougnt or a different
of laces, the testimony Laving reference 10 tho | Yiew Bl'g“:':l'm“ Jé'é’..?é‘: SORMNIYL 8 neariy
u = |
80it of the Conntess de Maluta Fraloff against the | tion of = the Judge Was called to any subject
New York Central Railroad for the logs of $75,000 | :fuenmwl:l:n r:':r lu'g {':“150 rmb:rmr?im:: :rnu:
I . o
worth of lace alieged to have been stolen from | coi oo ore that he adhered 5o it, and diszotiraged
her trunk whilein transit. The case presents, a8 | every n:;u:;.‘:: ‘;:“ Teopa: d‘ g‘a:;mngn vnece |
yot, no new features, and will probably be com- | had, t after rial bed en with & ver- |
dict ol gullty, s change took place, and then he
tinued during next weeok. meas vhe o the ltn;um:—-"f think | may say
In the Unitea States Circuit Court yesterday | with truth thac I came to this irial in the outset of
John Carroll withdrew bis ples of not guilty of | ihe case with the same impression. 1 had not ex. I
o P al .
| mmimed the gquestion, but lortunately in this case |
baving in his possession materiais for OPerating | polning has occurred throughou s chtie srimt |

a0 1llioit distillery. The plea of gu:ty was aocepted | that h“h lel me to ;xprﬂl ::{; o&n;:::
risons: remande unpun that guession whasever 1 |
N SR, SaE 4N iy d | h_l:“pnulnulir, bave afected jury, although

sntil Monday lor sentence. we, @a lawyers, know tbat 1t conld have |
The case of David P, Harrls, the Custom House | g:u oo ugam‘nu n:wt. a::nmuwaxpremﬁ"
oficer, Who 18 sccused of aiding and abetting | 1hereupon the Judgs 'gm“m Bl el oo
Francisco Avellanta 1n nmn.nnng oclgars, wens to flity-one cumulallve senten: y mentioned,
the jury yesterday n the United Statea Cirenit ;rn of III'I;II B e e 1
Court, before Judge upon the reco .
J BenoBioh. A vesdies of gukty Tu‘u defect relates—tirst to the wnole cause, |
was rendered, and the prisoner remanded for sen- | secondly to the Whole judgmeut, and, thiraly, to |
-tence on Monday. Counsel for the defence lmtl- | rnn mrrlml;r...nmu- :Jhs'::ﬁ: aul:dlll'gcl:;.wﬂ:: |
| |
mated his lntention to move for & new trial, the | IPORet PUOISETOTE Y ihe auly to dis.
points of law not being 4 yet Announced. charge -on haness ocorpus clesr. Bt |
In mentioning the oase of Edward Lange, who | the tmm:l;l%n o8 Lm:r:ugoq: 'hl}oum‘?n :R u;: |
| RAVeE, A en W 8 [
was tried in the Uniled States Court for baving | BCTG.Uinined the quession, with the greatost pos-
mall bags in his possession, we Inadvertently | gible respect | most say that It 1s moat exiraor-
made It appear that Mr. Lange bad been convicied
of srealing the bags. As the case is & pecullar one, | B

not for mere error appear- |

dinary he shouid ponounce & rule of law of daly
sach & thin,

ractice and be m:staken 1o ms rollngs thereon,
| may be possibie, and we are toid |
1t 18 only justice to Mr. Lange to say thal the ver- | that a15;‘.“. |ﬂ=anr Iu.ppu: in ll;l uua. ’
alet recorded against him was that of “Gulity of  learned Judge not attempt to expiala by any
1ation of aninorties wby he comud have delivercd
appropriating o other than their proper use OeT. | Cuiuiutive Nentences, OuF argument 1 that

1

|

ain mail bags for his own convenience and gain.” | tnere 18 no precedent for it in ths praciice of the |

?lu” “"m. ity l{u&t:::lu any 'i'-'w?er‘h? |

THE TWEED RAR any pre who |

CERTIO L ewr{r&u« the case of & being sen- |

Mhome was g ragnisr flald day af argument o the | P s:&wn 14 on one mdwct- |
Supreme Court, General Term, yesterday, on the | Hgnfﬁ(- us'know Of it. Tual it bas never been

| done we have the ht to assume, vecaune |

final argument of counsel In the Tweed certlorari
| we ask for an opinlon on If, and we are told
case, Judges Daniels, Donohue and Westbrook | that there ia nml.’ 11 there 18 i:nns, it means thet |

were on the bench. Judge Brady, consideriug him- | the common law of the State sayd it cannot be
| done. What is the common luw t The law of cus-
self dlsqualified for stiling, having aiready passed | .., “ine jaw of practice. I8 the law remaining
upon &b Important point at issue, was not present. | in the breasts of the jadges, rhe traditions of the
It may well be admitted that counsel have ex- Court, tbe law ubat is carciad in the bosoma ol l.tllﬂ f
Rausted the case, 8o {ar as argument and the cita- JUAEES &2 Ehey g0 Mo OOHEt b0 O ase 1
tion of Lhe autborities for and against the writ are | jor suthority ; but you are our aachority. I a;xua
concerned, and the case for the present is oul of | 10 ’&“i&'f&.%‘i'iﬁé’?{.;‘f'é?’i ::!‘?:}:G:nﬁhljm s
their hands and in those of the three able judges  yoo ™ 5" Gmprison a man by suoces-ive imprison-
who sat yesterday. Whether there will be farther |, ments “d:tr thew sams lu‘gw'ncnr ;l‘uera 18 no
epportuaities jor forensic display before the Courg | Such authority. Weare toid 10 go e sewnere—io |
Tex Minnesota, Wiscousin, snd we win find
of Appeals will depend on the decislon Of tho | pome ‘auihurity there. Suppuse we dia find it |
Geoeral Term, which will be rendered on Monday | toere. Do we go to Wisconsin lor the law of our
mext, until which time the case is adjourned, | 9Wn State? You eannot find in any treatise or
The court room was Dot 8o crowded as oo former
OCCANlOnS. As 500D as the judges bad taken thelr
seatla

opinion any such doctrine, U [ am not greutly mis-
Mr. Fleld rose and sald:—If the Court please,

ulate. ‘Iﬁﬂlﬁﬂlbmﬂlhlm
’ Jusge tirover sald t the defendant could I!ot‘t

| of
that it u
| wus mumlp in Ib: Oyer and Terminer on the com-

sald ol the | This case has divided itsell into two questions:
im a general ver- | onc as to the jorm of tnese proceedings and the

Te relator now asks lor his dischurge upon the | may

N

taken., Bu:in every case where there 18 Lhe slight-
this is & certiorari at the Court of Oyer and Ter:

est alloson to such a practice 10 crimind cases
of a joindure ol different offences il 1s laid down
that there can be only one penally or one punish- |
ment afileted. Passing from the common law to |
statute law, what does it sayr We have a code ol

miner to bring up all tbe proceedings bad there on

the application lor ihe discharge of a writ of

nabeas corpus om the relatnon of Willam M.

Tweed. The relator once applied to Mr. Justice

Barrett, at the Oyer snd Terminer, for & writ of

habeas corpus, which was granted, of course re-

tornabie bere, and on 1t8 return an opioion of that

Court was read and delivered at the Gemeral

Term, written, [ Lelleve, by one of the learmed

judges now sitting bere, and on which Judge Bar- |

rett beld that these proceedings could not be
repewed on the babaas corpus, und Le quashed
the writ aslmost (nstantaneousiy. A new
writ was subsequently applied for to Juodge

lawrence, and bhe granted |4, returnable
at the Oyer and Terminer. He was then
asked If he would hear the argument

#8 10 the propriety of makiog it returnable at Oyer
and Terminer, and be sald, “No, not then." Not
ther® of course, meant never. The writ waa lssued,
snd on ra2turn the learned Judge who beld the
Oyer and Terminer ssid he was silll of the same
opinion. 1t bad not veen changed In the loasi;
that no matter what were the delecis alleged they
found no ground whatever for a halbeas cOrpus—
still relying upon the opislon of the General Term,
where, it is stated, the Court comes to Lat decis-
fon. If that Is so, then Lhere ls nothing 1o be done
except to amrm the n below. If tbat decis-
1ou be not binaing, If this Court did not arrive at
such o decision In Lhe Shanks case, then the mat-
ter 18 open %o Argument.
to argument—that is, il that |s the rrue consiruc.
thon of that decision—It 15 repeated In the Su-

mlu Court HReports, No. &4, under the titie of
Peuple ex rel. Phelps nst Fancnher, and
she point of that decision, as It was claimed, was
that the section of the Hevised Statutes which
mﬂm that the Court upon the return sho uld
examine the legality or justice of any deler-
mination prevented the Court (rom invesugating
any question wbatever excerl. the question of
nal constitution, woula lLike very
much, for tbe purpose of shortening the Argu-
bere and to aveid troubling the lesrneq
to know whether I am Lo speak of the

a8 11 It was not governed by vhat decision,
Danlels—We will undoubtedly loliow what
was In that case, uniess sowe very clear
suthority should be given toat would constraln us

I,
Field—Will the Court ascertaln (rom my
on the ether sile whether wbey admnit tue
t whieh 1 give of their coustruction of
18 accurate 7

Danleis—Wa shall hear you, mr, Fleld, an |

ou deslre; but 1 undersiand, of course,

4 some coutrplling authority ls adduced

anless

. which we shall be governed we shail, of course,

to follow that decision.

Of course there can be no controlling
. This 18 the latest ol all, Ido oot sog-
there 18 & decision of tne Court of Ap-
I8 Ister, nor do | know there is g judg-
the supreme Court nt Geperal Term lajer,
hne Deen but just now publishea. Of
ke the suggesilon for the sake ol facill-
dispomition of this case, [, 1y short,
\ace (o the Oyer and Termioer 18 not
a8 the wind I cannot argue this cuse
U there be anything whatever in ibe
e [have only to wmentun that case
t be gMimed. | do pot admit
however.
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@ with great pleasure. [ wrote that
d Rm eltirely couversant with tue

then proceeded with his argnment,
relator, Willlam M. Twead. I conflined
ant, a8 Warden of the New York
on weil's Lsland, upon a com.
from the Oyer and Terminer, staiing that
by the verdiot of ajury of misde-
sentencea on tie fourth count to

o in the said Penltentiary for the
oD YOAr and pay & Aoe of 5200, The num-
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If it be not open |

~50 far as 1 am concerned | |

eriminal procedure, 10 which every case Is set
aown but misdemeanors, and io it we bhave & his-
| tory of the mode of criminal proceaure; will you
find shere ancmu to jusiufy the pun sbhmenl in
| this case?! Not only is tuerée eutire sileuce
| on that point, but it I8 implied all througn
that there i Do such rule. Wuat 18 tue ruie
iald down In 2 R. 8,, section 11, page 62, u pro-
vision aunthorlzing successive mprisonments
where & man 18 couvicted and siready under sen-
teoce of imprisonment ou & diferent indictment ¥
What does that imply? Dues 1% imply that you can
| do that In &ny osber caser 1f the Court
had power 1o sentence én Jfuluro, where
is the need of that provision? No need what-
| ever. The principal 13 that the Court which
| has che power to Lnprison has the power to im-
prison 1o the present. Yon cancot Lave & sentence
of |mprisonment hanging over & man; a seuténce
| of nnprisonineut to commence fve or ten years
| hence, Il you pronounce rentence ol \mprison-
| ment upon & wan that seutence must begln as
|
|

soon A8 )ou CAn Couvey him (o the place ol im-
| prisonment. The staiute |8 decisive against the
doctrine contended for by the learned Judge In
this case, There is a cabe in Lhe Blulutes decisive
#utnm it. In the records of 1ne Court of the
nited States In tha Northern District of thi4
State there Is a case, decided in 1859, where an in-
dictment drawn under an act ol Congress
expressly authorizes a union of different offeuces
| in the same indictment. 1t was an inalctment ior
forg:ng bounty land warrauts, There were several
| distinck counts, and Lhe purty was convicted ol the
several counts and a verdict of guilty taken on
| each one for the purpuse of getung cumulative
sentences. I

Juuge Weathrook—What is the titie of the case?

Mr, PMeld—The United States va, Albro. There
were four count® in the indictment; the cuse Was
tried at Canandalgua belore Clief Justice Nelson
and Judge Hall. Inhe Disirict Attorocy moved lor
s camulative sentence. 11 | conid draw the pic-
| tare of contrasi, i1 1 could show you toat venera-

ple man, who had cceupied Lhe bench for nearly
| fifty yeurs—with his hend whitened in the service

of the Stsle—aunouncing the common law as he
knew it | would doso. But | cannos, and | will
merely read his words: — ‘Tne atarace law does not
change the common law as it exisls i tus state,
and a8 sdministered in chis country. By the com-
mon AW & Man 18 entitled to & trial lor every of-
fenceé he commits, be it high or low, by a Jury ol his
peers, and he caunot be tried lor ail or an
pumber of his ofences belore the one jury, an
the govermment I8 not entitled to coavickions
founded on an (udictmens whicn contains & num-
ber ol offences; he canonly be punished for the
one offence charged in the one indiciment, sod 1
suall sentence Lhe pri 10 the lougest term of
Imprisoniment to wihich he is llatle under any one
of the ufances he |s charged with under the stature.
There are cases when there may be a joincare of
differenl offences, bot that is not essential or per-
tinent Lo tis cade,"

: The It:uun.—ud where sentenco can be inflicted
| In each ?

Mr. Ple.d—Of conrse fhere 1sa conviction on
€ach; but can you point out & line in ARy case
where sentences on every couunt has been lm-
posedt What does Judge Nelson on this? He
HUYE YOU CADNDOL Put b MAN on trini Defore the one
Jury and pold mim for punisnment on rReparate
offénces, That 18 the geolus of our inatitutions:
the apirit of the common law inherited irom our
English forefathiers provents it and I trust never
will alow (t. When we come to the vime that you
put & man (oto the box chargsd with 2% crimes |
and try nim at once for all bélose the one jury—
when we come o that—l can only say that the
liverty of the citizen will depend upon publie
clamor and upon influences outside the jury box
ratber than vpon the uttersnces of the Bencn or
the verdict ol the twelve jurors tmpanelled (o the

hox.

Judge Daniels—There {8 4 statute which author-
rizes Lbe consolidaiion of ofences in an indict-
ment.

Mr, Fiold—I find nothing In the cases cited by

the Court below to sustain It 1o 1t8 judgment to

dlaturt our position 1u any way. ‘There 15 no cass
we can find in which the right (0 pass cumulative
pen‘ences has been claimed or even hinted &t in
the State of New York. With these obwmorvations,
which { leave to the criliclem of counsel on the
ther alde, 1 pass 10 the pext polnt, which s thia:

*nu the defendant cannot be sentenced 1o 1mpris- |

onment for neglect of his duty a8 Snpervisor, Thers ]
| are four counts lo each set, and thev are reully for

megioot, an [ construe them, though ¢ forth
Lll"n:lu'.  nod one lor irau ::’u'a‘-nn

n [ 'ing to audit and

the o Aiiting (randgiontiys Three couns
wnn not doing someLii

i e o e T

aftar if o

[
or any
ment, Igd n? gun or persons shall n
perform that duty, where no arecial v is
made for the punishment of said de!munu It
med & canor. Now as to the

A law was daeclaring
at Lo 8 cause of pm oltnl challenge,
The law was taken adva of Blokes case,
and ibe Court of A ld in that case that
Was o maiter w tho Legislature snould

complaln becanse be sbill bad the right of ochal-
lenge by lavor, unuffected by the principal chal-
bat wis the ink dry on that de-

o o AR
very @a
my-m w ge Grover. Thr{i was not

all;  they in this case to allow
rmm challenge except for am offeuce.
v e & Know that il there were fity-five ok

1

l; m.l.ndtﬂm:m there 'o‘lqld
AR error that .-u"o'm very question of juried.c-
tion we ocould prove Lhere were bat
, Wwould that not be an
error of jurtsdiction? unaoubtedly i1t would.
man pei apoa

would not make Hur: such a8 &
_upon
constitution, which deolares that trisl by jury aa

s wial 18 entiv to under the
wor:lﬂl for by law sball remaln inviolute torever.
“0. to a;al”:ﬂ d:ml ‘mn ju.r;uln

€ ed coutrary o law,
Shd on Uk ground we iusist  tARL
the jury was not competeut to render a verdict,
and that consequently there was no ground what-
ever for the judgment that was prououn
Lastly, we contend that Lue Uourt was not & com-
petent Court for the trial of the cause at all.  Fur
these reasons ] will go no furiher. I nave givem
you the law and the provislons of the statute,
and I ask if that is nol enough ¢ Here wos a mis.
demeanor that was never brougbt into the Court
special Seasions, but origimated in the Court of
r and Termiper, contrary to all law and prece-
dent. With this examinition ol our objections [
close, simply calung sour attention to the iact
by the papers that the indiciment

plaint of a private person.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY PRELPR' ARGUMENT.
Mr. Pheips then proceeded with his arzument,

lutsly. This is sufclent answer to the whole com-

n

Mr, Peckbam followed in an argunment upon \he
merits of the case, and was briefly responded to
by Mr. Fleld. I'be Court then teok the papers and
ahnounced that a decision on the case would be
rendered on Monday next

MORGAN JONES' PLUMBING BILL

Morgan Jooes in 1871 did some plumbiag for Lhe
city, his b.ll for the same amounting to §1,800,
Mr. Willlam M. T'weed, who waa then Commissioner
of Public Works, for somes reason falled befure his
deposition from oMce to sign the usual certificale
setiiog lorth the necesaliy of the work, Mr, Van
Nort, the present Commissioner, refused Lo give
the certificate becanse he xoew wothing abour It,
He certitled, however, that thesbill was correct
lwordtnf to the books in his omice. Mr. Jones,
cousideriug the som of §1,500 a matter wourth
looking ‘,l:{"' brougiat sult against the city for
ita m‘,m t. The case was tried bejore Judge
Yum Vorst 1n the Superior Uourt, where Mr,
Joues was defealed, a verdice being directed lor
the city on the ground of no cerilficate baving
been given by toe head of the department of the
necessity of the work, as required by atatute. Mr.
Jones did not let the matter rest hers. Applica-
tlon was made yesterday iu the Supreme Cours,
Chambers, before Judge Brady, lor A perampt
mandamuos sgainst Commissioner Van Nort, direc
ing him to make & certificate As to the necesalty
of the work, Mr. Dean, Assistant Corporation
Counsel, Insisted that 4 mandamus could not lssue
to control the ovmscience of Uommisaloner Van
Nort, inasmuch &8 he had already stated that he
had no knowledge Of the matter. It was con-
tended on the otBier stde that the matter of gIving
a certiicate was merely ministerial, and that the
aatoe should be given oecwuse the [:rmer Super-
inteudeut of Repairs and Bupplies bad certuied to
the correciness of the blll and the same had been
placed on flle, Judge Brady took tbe papers, re-
BeTVIDG his decislon.

COURT OF OYER AND TERMINER

THE MADISON STREET HOMICIDE—CASE CLOSED
FOE THE PROSECUTION—OPENING FOR THE

Before Judge Barrett.
The trial of Thomas Hays for the alleged mur-
der of Thomas E. Delaney, in Beptember last,
at the curner of Madison and Jackson streets, wis
resumed yesterday, It 18 evident from the large
crowd in attendance that a good deal ol Interest |
I8 feit in the case. As on the previons day, whe pris-

uestions that may be reviewed under it; the |
olber As to the disposition Lhat sbouid he made of
itand as to its belng properly beore the Court. |
thl:&emmlun of tue Court [ will sabmit my lfew |
remarks as 1o the firse beanch of the case, of what
13 reviewable, and Mr, Peckbam wili make such ‘
suggestions upon what relator's counsel calls the
merits of the case. This i8 an exlruoralnar{ cibe, |
a8 counsel wed remarks; extrnordinary in rthe |
jact that  the corimes charged were proved
against 1he prisouer; extraordinary In Lbe
degree  of ingenuity and skill coupsel has
exeroisea in his oebail, and, as1 think, most ex-
traorninary in the method by which 1t is sought to
review the alleged errors committed n whe Court
below, 1tlink it 13 even of grea er impoitanoe
to the admunistration of justice in this State to
determine whether Lhe question sought to ne re-
viewed 13 properly reviewable than to determine
the questions themselves, a8 tney may amect the |
one case, Lhe case of the prisoner. But i1t is to
be solemnly adjadicated und vhe higher courts of |
eriminal Jurisdiction are to be summarily disposed
of by the opinion of any magistrate discharging
the lunctions of & Supreme Court Commissioner
on summAary proceedalngs, then the formal process
ol law 1lor ihe review of errors om tnal
may well be aispenssd Wwith, &apnd we
gnull need no more wriia ol error or Courts of Ap-
pesal, 80 that the short cul may be adopted with
greay ease, and with great rellel to prisoners,
who will therevy even escape any possible danger
ol & nesw trial, that might be ordered by the Court
of Appeals, and 1huos go scot Iree upon any error
in toe Uourt below that the ingenmity of counsel
call into question. [ therefors proceed Lo
consider whetber any of the points raised below or
here, to anthorize the relutor's discharge, should
pe considered in proceedings in habeas corpus, I
submit, as It appears Ly the petitien on which
the writ was loandey, by tie return to the writand
the relator’'s apswer to It that le was
beld and detmped by & floal judgment
of the Court of Oyer and Terminer, and that con-

oner's wife and her two small children st by the
prisoner's side. Beveral ndditional witnesses were
examined or vhe prosecution, but no Iacts wers
elicited. Mr. A. Oakey Hal, the prisoner's counsel,
then briefiy and in his usual cogent and impresaive
siyle, opeued the cass for the delonce. He ex-

iaiped the flight of the prisoner, and
naisted Lhas the evidence he should adduce would
clearly establish thal the homicide waa in sell-
delence, and that the higuest possibie verdict
under the most extreme view of the cirocnm-
stances, could only b2 macalauzhier In the fonrch |
degree. His theory was tnat the prizoner was
gssalled by the deceased with a knllo, and thas in
the suocsequent wrangle (he Iatal platol was acel-
dentally discharged.

Police Burgeon Powell was the first witness
called for the delence. He testfied that at the
request of the Captain of the precinet he exam-
ined the wounds ol the prisoner; that be fuund a

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS.
Defore Judge Sutheriand.
ROBBERY IN A UHATHAM STRERT AALOON.

The whole of yesterday's session was ocoupled

in the trial of an indictment for robbery against
Fieaderick Hoypasr and Willilam Bemson. The ao-
cused demanded separate trigls and Benson Was
tried first, ‘The cuompiainant, William Haselhoff, &
discharged soldier, testified tbat at midnight on
the 9th of December he visited Hoypasr's salbon,
No. 104 Chatham street, and while drinking In &
back roowm the proprietor forcioy took $140 irom
his uremu. and who was the barkeeper
Deld bim wiile the crimie was being perpetrated.
The evidence was coniradiciory, U r Warner,
to whom tne soldier compiained of his loss, testi-
fled that he accompanied num down tv the salvon,
and when the proprietor and the barkeeper were
shown to him he sald that they were notthe men
who robbed him, Haselhoff Dousitively asserted
that he identifted the men; be said that be bad
bg:n drinking that night, but know what he was
aboul.
Beuson tea'ifled in hisa own behall, and said 1bat
he never saw the complalnsnt until be came in
with the policeman, and that he knew unothiog of
the robbery. The jury deliberated l[or an hour
and rendered a verdict of guilty,

Agsistant Districk Attoraey Nolan stated that
he would try the oither del*ndant & week from
nexi Monday, and adked (o have an additional
panel ol flity jururs summoned.

His Houor made the vraer, und sentence ol Bea-
son was postponed till after the triai uf Huypaer.

LAROENY.

Edward Drumgole, who on the 6th of last month
siols & gold watch irom the person of Harry
Mullen, pleaded guilty to an Attempt Lo commit
that ofence. He was fent Lo tue Stute Prison for
W0 years and six montns,

TOMBS POLICE COURT.
THE GERMAN FOROGER.
Belore Judge Smith.

Richard Sieperi, a lean-lopking German, Was ar-
raigned at this court yesterday ailernocon to an-
swer three distinct charges of fraud and lurgery.
It appears he was arrpsted oa Thursday might by
OmMcer Anderson, of the Fourteenth precinct, on
complaint of Peter A. Beiz, ol No. 243 Centre
streét, who charged him with having on the same
day art:mpted 10 pass & forged check lor $47.
Wnen brooght to the Muiverry atrees atation
it was f(ound that the prisomer exactly an-
swered the description given ol & man wiom
Mr. Heory Vetteriain charged with having passed
& bogus check lor g5, drawn on the German Ex-
onnnge Baok., Yesterday Mr. charles Letzinger,
ol No. 257 Bowery, identifled slepert as the persvn
who passed a forged oheck upon olin for $42. Eacn
of these gentiemen made complunts against
Blepert, wno had notbing 1o eay when formally
examined. Toe priscueria a tall, thin mao, and
1o0ks very much JIke & soldler
blue blouse and Wearing & long mnstache.
was leld in deisulc of ball Lo nnswer lhe charges
preferred against bim,

A LOBT OVEROOAT.

On New Yeur's Day Mr. Frank J. Kllpatrick lost
» Inr beaver coat, valued at $50, [rom the baliway
ol No. 326 West Flity-sixth street. He wasat a 1oss
a8 to how 1t had been tuken, but trusted to the

severe cnt on whe neck and one on the hand, which
rubably might bave been lnflictea by & kntle.
averal other witneasea wero examined Jmn: |
their variuus versions of the aMair. The closin |
witneas of the GAy WAS the prisoner. He test |
that toe deceased assolled bim with a knlie ard

that he was rr{'ml to preévent serious injury 1o

himsel, when bhis pistol was accidenially dis-

charged. ‘The trial will probavly consume the

whole ol to-day.

SUPREME COURT—SPECIAL TERM.
Before Judge Van Bruns.
POWER OF A CORPORATION TO EXPEL A OORE-
POBATOR.
The Metropolitan
threatened with expulsion irom the New York
Board of Fire Underwrilers necause 1t did businesa

| with brokers not members ol the Board of Insar-

ance Brokers, in violation of & ruls of the Board of
Fire Unaerwriters, A temporary injunction was

quently, w t uny pr nga lurgher, it is
the duty of the Court below to discuarge wne writ
anhd remand tbe prisoner. Ther: are certain
t admitsed to be set up by the relator, called
&0 answer or traverse to the retorn, cerialn mat-
tera compiained of a8 having been improperiy
done by the Court below, matters which might

The ' have been Inquired lnto LI there was a case ol de-

tention under civil procesa. But undgr the doctring
raling lo thus case, and with wnich tbe Court is
familiar, it Beems to me Quite ciear that none
of these questions are to De considered In this
proceeding. Nor Is the position altered by
a cooalderation of the provisions of the lorty-eighth
section of thd Habeas Corpus act, It providea v
the pw brougay beotore auy such Coari or of-
ficer, on the retarn of any writ of hubeas corpus,
may deny apy of the muterial inces set forth in
the return, or allege any !act to show either that
nis lmprisonment or detention 18 anlawral, or

that he 18 entitied to his aischarge, which allega- |

tious or denials shall be on oatn; aod therenpon
such Court or ofMcerghall proeaud in & summary
way to nhear such sllegations and proofs as may
be prodoced in support 0l such lmprisonment or
detention, OF aZuinat the same, and dispose of any
such party as the justice of the case may require,
It 18 a lamillar doctrine, well known to your

| bonors, that under the common law a return to

the writ of habeuascorpus ia conclusive where sum-
mary proceeding follows the ioqoiry made. The
aoswers to the wril cannot be questionea, cannot
be iraversed, and the facts canuol be danied.

| And however falsc they were the party 18 wiihout

remeay. Hutona ﬂuasnnn of false return against
# party, the suthoriy'of the oMcer making It, for
the purposs of obviallug anylhing that migat ac-
¢rue to a prisoner from being neld and detalued
by a false retorn to & Wrif, wherein he might

set up @& ground for imprisoninent which
md wnot exist at all, the English stat-
ute provides that inquiry #hall be made,

that the iacts shail be traversed or the lacts set
ap aliundo. In tdis case they can show thai the

lmprisoament was originally iegal, or became |

tliegal tnrough japse of \me, &c., and Tor Lhis
Enrpou the jorty-cignth section of the Habeas
urpu+ #cl wed drawn, providing that = paity, U
he could show that the statement to ihe retura
wui falsely made, or could show that some-
thing had occurred Fince the Imprisoument
which rendered his 1mprisonment no looger
legal, could have his case reviewed. Tne ob-

| ject of the foriy-eighth s2cuon was to provile re-

dresa for & party reatrained of nis hierty without
due process of law. In the case of Prime (1 Bar-

| bour, decided In 1847) there was a case where the

relator complained teat the ofllcer was an inlerior
officer and had acted without jurisdiction. But
the Court sald, we will pot review Luls habeas cor-
pug. The question was wnether the amdavit was
necessary [o give the omeer juriadiction acd was
suleint for that purpose. Tha® was a4 question
the oMcer haa (0 decide for himseli—whetuer be
bad suMMcient jurisdiction by the warrant.
Ing passed upon that, the case might be reviewed
by & writ ol certlorarior by a writ of error, but
could not be reviewed by & writ of habaas corpus,
Thers was A case wnero questlonable jurisale-
tion had been exercise by am inferior
officer, the Judge dissenting; and 1o the same
c.se, Mr, Justice McCuna dissenring from
his brethren, expresaly states that he agrees with
them, “that upon & writ of hubeas corpus, where
the ofMcer returns the warrant upon which he
holds the party, if the warrant 18 good upon L8
face, thar 18 all that can be Inquired loto, pro-
vided 1t is isaned Irom a court of competant juris.
diction.” ‘There never has been an Instance in
this Mtate under the Habeas Corpus act wnere it
has been atiempted to exerclse the power claimed
for the prisoner in this case, and no case

has besn cited by counsel Ahowing such power, |

But U 1t might ¢laimed, under any
circumsiances, under iha forty-elghih sec-
tion that the Courl can lIoguire, 1t cannot

be done (n this case, for the relator nas neglected

to comply with the requirementa of the section. |

It says taat on the coming lu of & return the re-
|ator must, under oath, deny any of the material
acis alleged in the return, and wust allege other
fact™ to snow s imprisonment wus illeygal; that
he was and is eniiiled 1o discharge. He has not
done eitner. He has not denlad the facts, nor has
he ulc‘red jacts to show nla imprisonment 18 ille-
gal. I the Court will look &t his so-called
traverse to the return there I8 not a single
aliegation of facts lrom beginoiog to end,
except the one in the eighth paragraph, where It

| 18 averred that the term uf imprisonment under

such pretended warrant has expired, Tnat 18 the
only one which contalns an allegation of fact,
Counsel then procesded Lo review Lthe relator's
ints a8 to the power of the Court of Uyer and
ermilner 1o order & prisoner convicted of miade-
meanor to be imprisoned in the Penitentiary of
the cily of New York; tne aliegation tnas he uuln(!
& Bugervisor he could ooly be fined aud no
imprisoaed; the constitutionality ol the Court
to pass tne cumulative sentenoe It did and tae
legnlity of the jury. Closing with this part of hig
argument he Al :—Anolher pownt urged ha @
ground of dlscharge of this proceeding i “the Hie-

| gality of the jury," being, weo :uppose, the matier

intended to 6@ Het up In the foarth paragrapt of
the relaior's anawer. As \bere was Do evidence
whatever on that subject given below, nor any
specification of illegality In the answer, we ire
quite at n loss to know In what the lilegal-

't'y complalued of counsists, and sull more
puzzied to understand how any lllegality
in the tmpaneling of the jury can be

# Jjurisdicvonal question, or reviewable upon
hatieas currm, This claim certainly rarnishes an
additional lilustration of the evils incident to such
AD application of this writ as I8 conlended lor
here. A Court of Error could not discharge o
Pprigoner, becanse the jury by which be had been
convicted had been uniawiully impanelled, but
would tn such case direct a new trinl,. Why the
Court or oMeer I#suing writs of Labeas COrpus
ahonld have more power than the Court of Appeals
we o not see.
wonla seem to be this:—The trinl Court Das juris-
diction of an offence and of a prisoner, ana W pro-
ceeds within that jurisdiction to bis trial, Ivim-
aneld eleven jurors according to law, It vio.
ales lnw and comumils error o lmpanelling the
remaining juror. There s, then, Do jury lAwiuily
Impanetied, snd the Court by this error has de-
privea itsell of jurisdiction, ab initio, and ita
proceeding . became vold nonc pro toue, and
thereioie (be nridener must bLe discharwed abig.

Hav- |

The effect of the positlon claimed |

ootained restraining the Board Irom taking any
Action in the matter until vhe trial ol whe cass, which
came on yrﬂr.ams{ in tuls Court. The main peint
| &t i1ssue was the rignt of a corporation not having
the power of expuision expreasud in 1t8 charter to
axpel a car{oruwr for violution of a rule claimed
pot Lo ve in accordanoce with the charter, The
Cuourt took the papers.

J. C. Parsons and J. M. Varnom for plaintif, and
Wiiiam L. Butler for deiendant.

SUPREME COURT—CIRCUIT—PART 1.

DECIEIONS.

By Judge Van Brunt.
Falton va. The Mayor, &c.—Case seitled.
Brinckley va, Brinexloy.—Case settied.
Vermilyea va. Suydam.—Allowance.

SUPREME COURT—CHAMBERS.
DECIBIONS.

By Judge Brady.

Rockland County Nitto Glycerine Company va.
Sweet el al.—Motion for attachment doniea.
|  Levy va. Baltic Lloyd dleamsbip Ccmpany.—
| Memorandum.
! By Judge Davis.

Inthe matter ol Fanny Levy, 10 Yacate asseas-
ment.—Mollon granted.

| e
' SUPERIOB COURT—CIRCUIT—PART 2.
| HEAVY DAMAGES FOI SMALL INJURIES,

l Befors Judge Bedgwick.

In Jaarch, 1888, Willlam K. Clare was passing by
| tne National City Baok in Wall street when &
| plank fell from a second story window of the buud-
ing, striking nim & glancing blow on the head,
and, in his {all, one of his fingers was lacerated.
He brought anit for $10,000 damages. The case,

Iosurance Company “Il
|

great detective, “Time," tosolve the mystery. A
solution came sooner than be had soticipsled, lor
esterday he learned (rom Detective Kealy, ol the
t. Nichoias Hotel, that James Price, & hackman,
had tuken it. Frice acknowledged the theit to

complaint ol Kiipatriek, locked up to awalt erial
BURGLARS,

James Bennett, Hugh Nelson and William Casey
were brought to Court yesterday morniog charged
with burgiary. They were found in the siore of
0. H. Booth & Co., and it is charged that they

of & HtrAW 8 cersaln unknown quantity of apple
Juice therelrom. How they got intotie Aiore is
a matter which, It 13 hozed..tho walchman may
be able L0 explain, as it 18 thought that 1ne thres
men have been 1n the habit ol slesping on the
premises with bis permission. They were held 1n
$1,000 each 10 answer aL Genersl Sessions.

A YOUTHFUL OOMPLAINANT.
o“Tim" Kennedy, a little boy aged eight years,
appeared before Judge Smith yesteraay alternoon.
He was so small that the Judge could not see him
over the bar, so Sergeont Qulon lifted Tim up and

locked up. Tnls polweman (poln'ing to an ofMcer)
took him up jor me, &nd il you pul nim Away he
can't kil me,” IL appears that Timoshy Kennedy,
the father of “Tim," 18 & mun About lorsy years of
age, henlthy and able-bodled, who 18 too lazy to
woik, and 1 ord “r to support himseil he has irom
time to time compelled Tim &nd lits it e siater to

and beg on the street, A lew days ago the lit-
ﬁ: girl refused to do s bidoing snd he Nogged
ber unmeroiiuily, Yestarday Tim revelled, nod or
bis andacity he was trounced severely; hence the
charge. Tnis case would be a~good one for the
new Soclety for the Prevention of Crucity 1o Chu-
dren to bogin operatious on. The fatbeér was Deld
to anawer tne charge oi assanlt ana batiery.

MINOE OABES.

yesterday charged Michael Willlams, ol No. 102
Pits streer, with having stolen from him §$4
Williams waa beid 1n delault of $500 bail to answer,

Abraham Moses keepy n pedlers’ supply store at
No. 61 Bayard street, which 1s the resors ol many
itinerant Hebrew pediers, among othera Augustus
Bargmin, Who, according to Abrabam's story,
yeateraay tried to obrain goods without paying for
them. The & (0 question consisted Oi one
domen boxes o1 parlor matches, and were valued
At $1 20. Augustus lapguisbes in the Tumbs, hav-
ing no kind inend (0 go security in §300,

JEFFERSON MARKET POLICE COURT.
HIGHWAY ROBBERY IN THOMPSON BTREET.

Before Judge Otrerbourg.
At four o'clock yesterday morning OfMcer Crook,

after Lwo trials and once going to the Courl or Ap-

| peals, was retried yeaterday. It waa shown that
E: was laid up nbout a week and tuat bis pnysi-
clan's bill was $30, The defence was that the
bank was not liable, inasmuch &% the repairs in
pr on the bullding were being done by &
contractor and that the plamtif was guity of
eontributive negligence. A verdict was rendered
tor th? Elalnun' of $2,000, The case will again be
appealed.

‘| ’Ltll.har R. Marsh and Jamea S. Stearns for plala-

| 1m, and William H. Arnoux for defendant,

NO PAY ¥OB A BROKEN ANKLE.
| Caroline Hyde Lived in a tenement house on
First avenue apd Fifty-Afth street, owned by John
| Doran. The stalra were in & rickety condition,

which she broaght suit against the landlord for
$10,000 damages, It was shown that she had lived
in the house two or three montus, and that the
atalrs were in & bad condition when she moved lo.
Under these circumstances Judge Sedgwick held
that she was guilty of contributllve negligerce;

| that the landlord was not Liable, and that the com-
ased.

| plalnt must be dismi
| “'Mr, Biythe and J. D. Ravmert for plaintid;
George W. Wingate for defendant.
FEDERAL PRESENTMENTS ON INFORMATION.
United Statea District Attorney Bilss, in the ab-
gence of & Grand Jury, laid the following cases
before the courts on Inlormation, a8 |& usual in
such exigencies:—
John Cartez, for llliclt sale of cigara,
John Henry, for smuggiing clgars.
| Junkn Gulick, for non-payment of specisl tax on
whisker,
| Franecis Martloes, for violation of the Internal
Revenue law,
Emuanuel Posado, for the illicit sale of clgars.
Louis Barras and Juan Morales, for illicit sale
and manualactare of cigAra.
All these cases’wege placed on fle and ordered
fo. trial in the January term.

SUPERIOR COURT-—SPECIAL TERM.
DRCISIONS.

By Chiel Justice Monell,

Orane va. Doane et al.—Urder settied and re-
ceiver appolnted.

Wiseman vs. Remington Sewing Machine Com-
pany.—Motion denled,
| " murray vs. Reeve et al.—Motlon for reference
| granted. Bee Memorandam of decision.
| By Judge Cartis,
|

Kruepfel ys. Kings Connty Fire Insurance Com-
pnn:.—hndlmaln? reques's to find settled,

y ud&u Sedgwick.
Willmont va. Meservie et al.—See meéemorandum
for counsel.

COMMON PLEAS—EQUITY TERM.
DECIAIONS.

By Judge Loew.
James va. Burchell.—Order settied,
Krekeler va, Thaule et ai.—Decree order settlod

MARINE COURT—CHAMBERS,
DECISIONS.

By Judge Joachimsen.

Kranhowltz va, Conen ; Rhine va. Frank; Wood-
rofl va, Lefferts; Averill va, The New York Loan
and Indemnity company; Westerfelt va. Radde;
Hecker va, Anthony; Goddard, &o, vs. Sohwab;
Scheider v4, Qoldmann,—Motions denied, &o.

So'omon ve. Brinkman; Moulton va Wood;
Hogan vs. Croker; Frye va, Davis; Jung v
Capron: Rogers, &c, vs, Tho French Manulscturs
Ing Company; Frederick va. Smith; Bowen vs.
Fry; Bowne v8, Murpny.—Motions granted

ﬂownmc v, Waltner,—Mot:on to open default
granted onu terms,

Vun Hensselaer v, McCarthy.—Motion to open
defwaly granted on terma,

Wimore va, I4=\'Iy.—liollon granted on payment
ol $10 costs and disbursements,
| Slote vi, Hastie.~Motion graoted on payment
| ol costs and disbursementa.

and ahe fell down them, breaking an ankie, for |

ol the Eighth precincs, 88w & nogro running ount
| of the alieyway No. 69 Yhompson streer, and heard
| ories for help from AD unseen person. He pur-
| sued the neZro and captured him atter a brief

race. Retu:ming to the spot he met Edwara

O'Hagan, of No. 92 Baxter street, woo injormed
| him tnat he had been assauited and robbed of his
watch, which was jound lylog in the Btreet. The
prisoner, who gave his name as Charles Watls,
was held by Justice Otierbourg in §1,500 ball,

ANOTHER HIGHWAY ROBBERY.

About ten o’clock on Thursday evening, s Mr,
Joseph Hyde, of No, 430 West Forty second stree:,
was standing on the corner ol Weat Foriy-second
street, he folt & hand In bis pocket,
geize the man, and received a siunning blow
which feliea him. He managed, however, to shount

being arossed 1o & |
He |

tapped a cider barrel and abeiracted by means |

Kealy, and was yesterday arrested by bim. and, on |

be told lis story o follows :— *My fatber licked me |
| g0 hard he nearly killed me, and [ want to have him

Patrick McDonough, of No. 350 Broeme strest, |

thms can be heard from, the scoused having col-
lected considerable money.

A POLICEMAN'S SPRER
Judge Fiammer had before him at this court yes.
terday an examination into the charge of assauit
sbd battery preferred by Omcer Frazer, of the
Twenty-second precinot, against Bamuel Hall,
Michael Kenney and Jsmes Boyd, Abouil two

o'clock A. M. on the 18t inst. it was shown @
crowd ot ‘i:m men were oollected Lo a lignor
slore om corner of Forty-lourth sirest and
Ninth avepae .o listen L0 the Bwest alrhins of o
banjo, playea & well known ariist. At the
wind up several policemen, some of whom wers
in noliorm, entered and draok with the crowd.
OMcer Frazer, wio Is u specisl oficer and was not
in upitorm, remained n the saloon alter bis fel-
low ofMcers had %, and drank from a botgle
several times, until he fpally became Intoxicated,
He then got imto trouble with the crowd and
made TWo ineffectonl attempts Lo arrest one man.
This was, huowever, aiter he nad acted as “ring-
man' Ior two wresilers, the result of which had
been s Aght. Tne oiicer awore in his amdavit
thal be had been kpocked down by the a

and peaten in u brural maoner. ‘They and their
witnesses 1n tesiliylog to the foregol lacts ad-
mitied she charge, but cleimed 1hat they only
acted in self-de;ence, and to prevent Frazer Irom
sbooting them without roason. Tne oMicer not
belng present, on account of uloeay, the turther
examinalion was pustpoued lor & lew days.

COMMISSION OF APPEALS UALENDAR.
ALBANY, Jan. B, 1875,

The following I8 the Commisalon of Appeals day

calendar for aniurd& January ;’ —Nos, 201, 208,

208, 49, 805, 06, 307, 308, 800, Ad-
Journed ﬁmﬁ:’rruw &L ten 0'clock 4. M,

A HUGE JOKE.

An Explosion That Sounded
Like an Earthquake.

ANOTHER GREAT BSCARE.

The Shock Feilt at a Distance, but
Unnoticed on the Scene.

One of the beat jokes of tho season Was p.ayed
on thousands of people yesterday by their own
fertlie Imaginations. A nitro.glycerine expiloslon
oceurred on Thursday night at twelve o'clock In
Pequannook, a utile village some S¢ven or eight
miles veyond Paterson, K. J., and about two miles
from the De.aware and Lackawanna Rairoad.
Thousands and thousands of people heard It
many were viclently aroused from ihelr sleep,
and yet, strange to say, while the shock waa dis-
tinctly lelt at Hoboken, at Patersom, &t Nyack, st
Spring Valley, at Passaic, at Ridgwood, ot Engie-
wood and even tn Westchester connsy, mo3t of the
residants of the very place in whioch the expiosion:
occurred did not hear the report, and knew noth-
ing of It until they saw, yesierday moraing, the
débrigon the ground. This is &  MO&Es remarkab'e’
circumstance, althoogh it 18 not witbout parallel
Tuere have besn explosiona before this which
were lelt at considerable distances more plainly
than right at the scene ol the secident, but there
probably never was one which grew to such enor-
mous and preposterous proportions In the minda
of the people, The eveniog papera yesterday com-
tained vivid and circumsiantial reports of the
“gurinquake” which had startled Westchester

| county, Jersey and Reckland county, and thia

earthquake was no more and no less tnan the
shock of the exploslon which wad scarcely leltat

Pequannock.
THE EXPLOSION.

The “earthquake” which visited the classic vil
lage of Pequanoock oecurred Lo Lhe powder mill of
Measrs. J. A. Rana & Co., No. 21 Park row, They
manuiacture the so-called “Rendrook' pownder, in
a little frame bullding about ren feet high, situated
in & hollow and ballt agninst the side of a bill
The nitro-glycerine which exploded was to be
used in the manufacture of the Rendrock powder,
which 1s mainly employed lor biasting purposes.
On Thorsday night, at twelve o'clock, the wateh-
man, 80 he states, discovercd that Lhe tank con-
taluing scme eight hundred pounds of nitro-
giycerine was on fire. He became (rightened and
ran at once toward the boarding bouse of tho
other workmen In order to arouse them. He baa
scarcely atarted, however, when the nitro-glycer-
ine expioded with a lond report, and this made all
further ecflorts useless. The frame hoose was
blown into the meadow below the bill and waa
torn loto aplinters, which were scattered for two
bundred feet round. Yesterday mormiog ail that
remained of the rame house could be seen in
these spitnters, and the only other visible mark ol
the expliosion was & bhole of about Bix feet depth in

the ground.
A LUCKY ESCAPH.

The packing room across the way and standing
only at a distance of about 150 feet was periectly
fotact. Tnere a consldernble quantity of the
powder is stored, yet was not damaged In the
slightest degres. The. boarding house, aboat 200
feet distant, shows no marks ef the explosion

| beyond a few broken panes of glass. A man who

He turned to

for help, and his cries brought OMcer Relily, of the -

Twentieth precinet, to ine scene. The highway-
' men then desisted from the uttuck and sought
e8! The oficer folluwed ana captured Thomas
Binkely, but Ilafled 10 secure his companion.
Biakely was heid in $1,500 to answer & charge of
sttempted highway robbery,

ESSEX MAREKET POLICE COURT.
Before Judge Murray,
AN OFT TOLD TALE
Alexander Porshen, ol No. 225 East Porty.elghth
streat, appeared as complylnant yesterday agninit

s woman named Rose Stetson. After spending

some time In her soclety he was about to take his
[ 1eave, wnen he suddenly missed his waten, He
| turned to demansd an explanation, but Kose was

10 too wuch ol & hurry to wait nna took to fignt.
| Porshen pursued aud caught her, bul did not get

bis waten. OMcer Horgan, of the Sevenieenth

recinot, then arrested her, and Judge Murray
| heid ber in $1,000 Uatl to answer,
VICTIMIZING PHYSICIANS,

James Willlams, an account uf whose explolts
appeared In yesrerday's HEriLp, was arralgned
yesterday before Justice Murray., He was o
charge of OMoer King, of the Central oMce. The
publicauon of his arrest caused a number of com-
plainan's to appear in the court room, all of whom
bad suffered more Or les8 rom his depredations,
which seem to have covered quite a long period,

Ma:ia Owens, & servant In the employ of Dr.
Robert lluliul.u{ ©of No. 311 Weat Nine eenth atreet,
depored that the prisoner came to the Doctor’s
oflice under pretext of being ill, and, while wait-

log, carried off a coat and meerschaum f‘
valued at $60, Mra. Dr. Eaen, of No. 56 Univorsity
place, oha: the prisoner with having, in

Uctober lagr, Atolen a watch and other |ewelry,
worth $06, by practising a similar ruse, Thomas
Malone, in behall of Dr, J, I P, Wmn ol
No, 19 West Twenty-first street, made amdavit
to losses sustsined by that plymeian, and
the victims were A0 Dumernus thut the Iatenesa of
the hour precluded the taking of addjtionsl com-
plainta, whicn were deferred until to-day.

‘The prisoner 1a an old oMenaer, nlﬂzl already
served & Lerm In the Siate Prison, All the wit-
nesses identified him by geans ol a llur ACAr
on the cneek. Judge Murray pasiently listened o
the diferent complainanta, and will give each a
| Mall heartng. To make sure, as Jar as Iay to his
power, ol putiing an effectual stop to the caresr
of Mr. Willtama he held bl lo §1,000 hail on each
peparate charge.

FIFTY-SEVENTH BSTREET COURT.
Before Judge Bixby.
A BWINDLER ARKESTED,

Josaph J. Rutger, of No. 666 West Fifty-Orat
street, caused the arrest of Peter Gllmartin and
Richara Hoey, two respectable looking men, whom
ho chargea with collecting money for the barial of

& woman named Martio, who they faisely repres
sented had died 1n titute circumatances, They
wara cominitiad (or examlontion until Qlher vids

stood about 200 feet from the mill was not in the
least injured, although, of course, he Was thor-
oughiy rrightened for the moment. The superin-
tenaent's house, which is nearer than aay olber,

belng only aboat fiity feet distant, sustaimed Do
da veyond hall & dosen broken panes ol glass,
and this was all tne njary walch the expilosion
did, ‘The guantity ol niwro giycerine exploded was
about 800 puounds; the amount of daage Was
eatunated Dy the agenrs yesterday at about §2,000,
They think that the demolisned structuré wili be
repiaced by s new one in A Week, 80 that the
thirty men employed will noi be thrown out of
work, And these are all the results of the exple.
slun which assumed yeaterday ihe terriiying pro-
porti.ns of & vast earthquake and of a Duge scare
generaly.

WILD RUMORS,

Pequannock 18 such an out of the way place that
no reitdble news had been received regara the
explosion up to & lste hour ln the eveulng. Even
in Paterson, which 18 only about elght milea dis-
tant, people circulated ana readlly belleved the
wiidest rumors. Everybody hud some story to
tell ol the great explosion which had awakened
him from his "“E' t nopody happened to tell
ihe troe one. von the locality of the accident
wasunknown. The first repors that reached the
clity 1n the morning was that an explosion had oc-
curred at Meade's Basin. On the Lrain, en route
for Paterson, people were decided In their opin-
fons of tue nature ol the calgmity, Bome said it
wai & glycerine xpiosion at Pompton, others de-
oclared 1t was & powder explosion at Meade’s
Basin, and there were others still who were In-
clined to believe that It was some mysterious
vibration of the earth such as had recently visited
Westehesler county, One ol (e most laugnavle
inclaents wus that the superinteodent ol tie mill,
who lives only ity feet from if, was aroused b,
the shock, but he thought 1L 8o slight that he tol
bis wile Lhe swove Ln the other rovm must bave
tembled cown! So little was the shock ielt at the
very scene of 1he expiosion.

THE EAWTHYUAKE RGARE,

In Westchester county as well as In Rockland
uolmt{. wlere peopie’'s Derves were yet genailive
from the recent earthguake, (he shock was felt
distineily, and they were thoroughly irighitened.
Oue ol the county papers, in speaking of this up-
ueaval ol subterrsnean lorces, sald :='I'he sbock
was described as one sunilar to ‘hat produced by
the explosion of a large quaniity of gunpowder,
snd the Oral umpreasion was Lhat some dreadiul
accident had occurred at cne of Lthe large powder
miils in that section ol the country. relul 1n-
vesugallon, however, and inquiry ainong persons
Wio lve in the nelighborhood of the plices wnere
the suock was feit Indicate that it really was the
result ol an rarthquake o MOre or less violence,"

Mr. Jobn G. Haweiberth, the I"ost office agent at
Nyack, gave a startling picture ol the severity of
tiie earibguake nt that peaceiul village,

Mr, John Cruwksbhank, Secretiry of the National

| Trust uumlpnn;, at No, 961 Broadway, who lives at

Bpring Valley, paid nis house shook violently, ‘ns
it someooay waa knocked the rool om.”. The
clock was striking tweive, and he thought “‘some-
thing serivus had happened,' 80 that he dressed
himseif aod aronsed his servanra. The report
sounded to him a8 though a cannon had been Ared
off neur his iront door, He said It » 31 not acoom-
panied by ‘‘tue vibrating or undulutory motion
whica waually sccompanies enrthquakes,” and
thooght It was “evidently some myslerious phe-
nomena ol nature.”

The report of the evening journal goes on te
By that “at firsy the theory wiat ap explosion had
occurred was enteriained, but It was aiterward
found by comparing notes that the dlsturbance
had peen felt over #0 large o section of the country
tnat thia explanation could nos account for It
The shock waa ;ell not only at Npct. spnng Val-
ley and Little Falls, bot also at Paterson, Eogle-
wood, Tenanly, Tallman's sod ¥y,
to have been ol almoat equal violence In all pinces.
No adaitional information on the subject has ag
yet been roceived by telograph, and IE 18 probabl
that many porsons who lelt the shock aacribed |
t0 an explosion instond of Its roal cause.”

In Paterson the policemen were mllmlﬂ abont
frautically, thinking that some great boller ex-
plosion bad takén place; men and Women put
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